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The Energy Equity Project Framework
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PROCEDURAL EQUITY

NAME & ORGANIZATION ROLE
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Runa Das RS
ROYAL ROADS UNIVERSITY Contributing Author
Ariel Dehobl

DEPARTMENT OF ENERCY (ORIGINALLY AT ACEE)

Contributing Author

Shelby Green
ENERGY & POLICY INSTITUTE (ORIGINALLY AT TALLAHASSEE UTILITIES CLINIC)

Contributing Author

Garry Harris
CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES

Contributing Author

Maddie Lee

Gayla Tillman
GEORGIA INTERFAITH POWER & LIGHT/WE THE PLUG THO

Contributing Author

Contributing Author

Suzanne Russo
PECAN STREET INC.

Contributing Author

Judith Schwartz
TO THE POINT

Contributing Author

Lamisa Chowdhury

NEWHAB (ORIGINALLY WITH NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL) Lead Author
Megan Aki ,
BROWNING THE GREEN SPACE (ORIGINALLY WITH METROPOLITAN AREA Contributing Author

PLANNING COUNCIL)

Shelley Beaulieu
DRAGONFLY CONSULTING LLC

Contributing Author

E9 INSIGHT

Marguerite Behringer

Cecelia Bolon
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Anne Juned
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Jasmine McAdams
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RESTORATIVE JUSTICE

Anna McCreery
ELEVATE

Akiya Simms
ENTREPRENEUR OF PROFESSIONAL RISK, RESILIENCE AND SUSTAINABILITY

Lead Author

Co-lead Author

Zoe Ahlstrom
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Co-lead Author

Shahed Shafazand
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Kimberley Pelkofsky
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RECOGNITION PROCEDURAL RESTORATIVE

Each workgroup charged with
developing:

1. Indices

2. Guiding principles

3. Quantitative metrics

4. Qualitative best practices
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RECOGNITION PROCEDURAL RESTORATIVE

Who is Who is at the
. table? What voice Who bears the How can we
vulnerable, who is )
.. and power do brunt of the rectify past
privileged, and : .
how? t.hey havg In burdens? who injustices caused

influencing benefits and by the energy

planning, how? system and
decision-making, prevent future

and harms?

implementation?
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What Justice40 requires (& doesn’t)

>=40% benefits delivered to disadvantaged communities




What Justice40 requires (& doesn’t)

>=40% benefits delivered to disadvantaged communities

+ Recognition]




Traditional
Justice40
Application

33% of population received 40% of benefits

67% of the population receives 60% of benefits



Progressive

JusticedQ70
Application

.|

18%

15%
12%
10%
8%




What does distributional justice look
like? 2006-2014;

~18B in federal
tax credits

How much was
received by:

Richest10% ??

Bottom 60% ??
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~18B in federal
tax credits

How much was
received by:

Richest 10% ??

Bottom 60% ??
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What does distributional justice look like?

2006-2014;
~18B in federal
tax credits

How much was
received by:

Richest 10% ??
$10.8B

Bottom 60% ??
$1.8B
36X less
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What does distributional justice look
like?

Median income

of households

installing solar
is $113,000.

>90% of federal
tax credits for
electric
vehicles are
received by
households that
earn>
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How do we ensure that IRA
iIncentives for home retrofits
follow a different path?




Pathways to universal affordability are within reach

$61,000 in retrofits — for $23,0007?




Pathways to universal affordability are within reach

$61,000 in retrofits — for $23,000?

IRA: $14,000 x 2 years — full electrification + super-efficiency
$10,000 x 1 year - tax credit for solar + storage

$38,000 in federal funds
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Pathways to universal affordability are within reach

$61,000 in retrofits — for $23,0007?

IRA: $14,000 x 2 years — full electrification + super-efficiency
$10,000 x 1 year - tax credit for solar + storage

$38,000 in federal funds

$23,000 balance repaid over 10 years:
Customer @ $50 - $100 / month
MEAP

Local & state sources
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Pathways to universal affordability are within reach

$61,000 in retrofits — for $23,0007?

IRA: $14,000 x 2 years — full electrification + super-efficiency
$10,000 x 1 year - tax credit for solar + storage

$38,000 in federal funds

$23,000 balance repaid over 10 years:
Customer @ $50 - $100 / month
MEAP

Local & state sources

0 In 2033, customer has permanent
energy security & affordability

0 $50/ month energy bill
2% energy burden @ $30,000 | 4% @ $15,000
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Energy
equity
dimensions,
indices, and
metrics
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DIMENSION

Historical

Identity

Security

RECOGNITION

Affordability

PROCEDURAL

DISTRIBUTIVE

Reparations &
Accountability

Power to the
People

Indigenous
Sovereignty

Restoring Our
Relations

DESCRIPTION

Captures historic disinvestment, discrimination,
disenfranchisement, and environmental justice burdens
that continue to impact present circumstances.

Captures demographic, social-economic, and geographic
variables that are closely correlated with energy and
climate vulnerability and disproportionately high burdens
and low benefits from the energy system.

Captures data that indicate how continuously, safely, and
reliably one has access to energy without interruption or
compromising other basic needs or comfort.

Considers rate structures, payment plans, financial
assistance, household financial benefits from clean energy
programs, and disparities in energy costs among different
demographic groups.

To what extent are BIPOC, frontline, and low-income
residents able to engage in PUC cases, decarbonization
planning, and have a meaningful voice in how plan and
policies are created and designed. To what extent are they
the architects of their energy future?

How easy is it for people to learn about, qualify for, and
enrollin programs?

Captures immediate financial and health benefits that
participating households receive.

Captures medium- and long-term community level or
indirect benefits including health, wealth-building, jobs,
and environment.

How do we liberate data and ensure transparency?

SAMPLE METRICS

- Proportionate disparities in historic program spending
and savings by race, income

- Historic presence of toxic facilities/superfund sites/cancer
clusters

- Anti-equity/anti-clean energy lobbying expenditures

- Redlining and housing discrimination

« Climate vulnerability score

+ Housing access/stress

« Demographics

« Pollution burden

- Health measures (e.g. asthma rates)

- Economic indicators (e.g. % HH below 50% AMI)

- Power outage fregquency and disparities
- Shutoffs/shutoff policies

+ Arrearages

« Energy as human right declarations

« Presence of progressive/lifeline rate structures

« Maximum limits oh energy burdens

- Rate disparities between residential, commercial,
industrial

- Size of overall safety net (per capita)

- % of safety net spent on longterm afforability, vs bill
assistance

« Presencefextent of intervenor funding and resources

+ PUC commissioner selection process and representation
~ Mandatory equity training for PUC (and utility?) staff

« Data disclosure requirements.

- Utility performance incentives and penalties tied to
equity targets

- Multi-lingual ads, program materials, enrollment,
and participation
« Marketing representing and to BIPOC, frontline audiences
- Disparities in participation rates
« Financing avallability and eligibility requirements
« Access for renters
- Auto- and co-enrollments, ease of enrollment

- Proportion of high impact programs received by BIPOC,
L1, frontline households

% BIPOC households achieving >25% energy savings

- Reduction in unhealthy/unsafe housing conditions among
BIPOC; improved indoor air quality

- Reductions in negative health conditions among BIPOC

+ % of new jobs held by BIPOC, frontline, low-income

+ % of work for BIPOC-owned businesses; supportive
policies

« Wages and job quality for BIPOC, disparities

+ Reduction in heat islands, localized flooding

+ Improved outdoor air quality

- Community health outcomes

How do we rectify and compensate for past harms and ensure they are not perpetuated in the future?
How do we ensure that all dimensions of equity are considered holistically, with no dimensions ignored?

Who owns clean energy and receives the economic and environmental benefits?
How do governance structures benefit or harm frontline communities?

Who designs the systems?
Who are the ultimate decision-makers?

How can a just transition promote visibility, healing, and a different relationship with energy?

How are we cennecting Indigenous justice and environmental
How can clean energy and climate programs respect and hon

| justice and elevating the landback movement?
or Indigenous Sovereignty and traditional knowledge?

How can we ensure that we are not perpetuating the language and practices of colonizers and move beyond a

capitalist mindset?

How do we measure/evaluate progress towards Indigenous Sovereignty in the realm of energy and climate?

How are we protecting and restoring ecosystems halistically and not merely transferring impacts to far away

sacrifice zones?

How can we shift our language and cultural practices to recegnize non-human kin?

How do we recegnize and uplift the right of other species and
Hew can we ensure a habitable planet for future aenerations?

ecosystems o exist?
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4. Accountability
Mechanisms

. Restorative
Justice

Equity metrics -
particulary relevant 100% Implementation

Equity Framework

3. Adequate

Reporting 2. Meaningful

Participation
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An Atlas of 148 Energy Equity Measures

S No
Desire Shift to CUnilmlted Potential,
overage or
to Create Best Uniilabla Not
Rating Practice Requested,

Data Abandoned

Total #
Dimension Proposed Included
Metrics

Priority
Data Gap

Procedural
Distributional

Restorative

TOTALS
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a a 1. Included
e | I I ‘ S S u I I I I I I a I I e S METRIC it DIMENSION ~ SUB-DIMENSION ~ RESOLUTION  WORKCROUP
Eneray Rlrdendlsparities Included Distributional H;:.ii?ifs‘d Census Tract 475
Average energy burden
among low-income
EQUITY DIMENSION MEASUREMENT SUMMARY FUTURE NEEDS AND APPROACHES pEE s ncluded SRR euibatona BN ATord bl A cenatsliact i
. X . . ) groups (e.g. renters)
i) Develop historical dimension to: E o
2 = BElans Disparity in rates between SEEEd —[5tE
a) Measure cumulative disparities in residential vs commercial & ddition Distributional Affordability State 3
) L benefits and burdens when possible industrial
Extensive data availability for (e.g. receipt of financial incentives).
demog raphic sub-dimension, b) Suggest a process for integrating 2. Priority data gaps & desire to create rating scales
RECOGNITION especially through U.S. Census narratives of historical concerns into ——— —
; nd An:ie rtlca ntCom munity equity assessment. METRIC et DIMENSION ~ SUB-DIMENSION  RESOLUTION | NEORNGROLE.
urvey datasets. . i . o o .
ii) Secure energy insecurity data for every Change in air quality in X - priority data DistHbticRa! Commuvmty Ry 480
> BIPOC-F-LI communities gap Benefits
census tract. Shutoff data is already held
it 5 3 % contracts awarded %,
by utilities but infrequently disclosed. e ey X-prioritydata i o Community Siate s
businesses gap Benefits
Numerous best practices have . o : BIPOC-F-LI community and
been identified in guides and i) Crea.te C_Iuant’tatl"e rati n_g scales to assess climate resilience benefits, s pno;xty data  Gicributional C%n;:;lfji?s‘[y Census Tract 433
PROCEDURAL %eports e e - qualitative performance in procedural and reduction in disparities 93p
’ P program access sub-dimensions. § X priority data o Community
measured quantitatively. Reduction in asthma rates e Distributional Benefits Census Tract 427
_ . i o i o % electricity generation from X - priority data Bletributionai Community Utility Service 318
A limited number of national i) Pursue priority data gaps in affordability, renewables gap Benefits Territory .
data sets exist; some of these household benefits (e.g. energy savings
DISTRIBUTIONAL ; (eg 9y 9 ) )
are state-wide scores that need by race, health benefits) and community 3. Shift to best practice
to be applied. benefits (e.g. job creation and quality.)
METRIC e DIMENSION ~ SUB-DIMENSION ~ RESOLUTION  \WORKCROUP
I’ Deve‘op ah OverarCh‘hg process for Settlﬁg BIPOC-F-LI qua”ty of new U:“;;P\IZ/ISSSt Distributional Community Census Tract 4.00
standards in the other three dimensions jobs/wage disparities L prac;/\ce f Benefits "
that must be met from a restorative wof b obiained b it
. of new jobs obtained by - shift to :
perspective. impacted communities/ qualitative/best  Distributional chgr?;?i?:y Census Tract 4,00
Primary approach is qualitative i) Continue to hone conceptual fictochelds placics
best practices; majority does development of sub-dimensions and Arrears forgiveness policies/ X - shift to g
RESTORATIVE 7 " . - = . : 2 Tl v - i —— v Utility Service
not lend itself to quantitative identify applications specific to the energy plans/funding (aka AMPs qualitative/best  Distributional  Affordability Territory 283
arrearage management plans) practice
measurement. system. %4 BIPOC.F-L| barticioant T
-F-LI participants =shi (o] 8 o
iii) Compile and develop new resources achieving "substanFial" qualitat]\{e/best Distributional Hs::?lfs‘d Ut\#;}r/risue)rr\;ce 382
that promote holistic consideration of (E0kEzlieneioyisavines pracce
restorative equity in ener: lanning, X - shift to
. GHILY . .gy P . 9 Maximumenergy burden qualitative/best  Distributional Affordability State 321
programming and decision-making. for renters practice

SCHOOL FOR

DISTRIBUTIONAL EQUITY

ENVIRONMENT & SUSTAINABILITY

TINTVERSITY OF MICHIGAN




Metrics guidance

Approach to Metric Impact vs Availability

High impact, limited
availability

-» Consider alignment
with local priorities and
expertise needed to measure
and report locally

METRIC IMPACT

High impact, highly available

= Adopt now

\J

Low impact, low priority

= Abandon

Ideally, many of the measures selected in an energy equity plan will be both high impact and highly available.

SCHOOL FOR

DATA AVAILABILITY

Low impact, high availability

=» Consider as a placeholder

until a higher-value alternative

can be substituted

ENVIRONMENT & SUSTAINABILITY

TINTVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

ENERGY EQUITY DIMENSION

Recognition

Procedural
Distributional

Restorative

Distributional

CORE
Exceeding the E3b metric
-spending

Average energy burden by
census tract

Disparity in energy savings

% Contracts awarded
to frontline-owned
businesses

Reductions in asthma or
respiratory distress

CORE MEASURES

INTERMEDIATE MEASURES

ADVANCED MEASURES

INTERMEDIATE
Exceeding the E3b metric —savings

Energy burden disparities among
BIPOC, low-income and frontline
communities

% frontline participants achieving
substantial energy savings (>20%)

% jobs to individuals from frontline
communities

Indoor air quality improvements

ADVANCED

Exceeding E3b at the program level

Percentage of income payment plans and/
or arrearage management plans

Time to serve all frontline households with
significant retrofits

% total economic benefits (including wages,
wealth generation) to priority communities

Climate and resilience benefits to frontline
communities




Goals for Energy Equity Metrics:

Accept the limits of data:

1. Tie back to guiding principles

2. Supplement with qualitative best practices

3. Lessis more - many metrics and priorities mean none have power

Work with community:

1. Co-create - meet a meaningful need defined by frontline communities;
community-driven define weighting

2. “Maxi-Min” principle -maximize the outcomes for the most impacted &
vulnerable
1 combining Recognition and Distributional metrics

3. Address all four dimensions of energy equity

4. Address cumulative impacts

SCHOOL FOR
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In an equitable energy system, all households
would have access to affordable, clean, reliable

energy services. In practice this would mean:

- No households face extreme/severe burdens
Principles of (>10%).

Distributional Equ|ty - A plan and pathway to reducing high energy
burdens (>6%) within the next three years

- The distribution of energy burdens does not
disproportionately impact any particular
demographic or socioeconomic group. In
other words, no disparities in energy burden by
race, income, education, disabilities or health
conditions, age, family structure, or property
ownership.

- All households have access to a minimum level

SthggL For of energy services at a cost they can afford
M ENVIRONMENT & SUSTAINABILITY without sacrificing other needs.

TINTVERSITY OF MICHIGAN




S SEEA

SOUTHEAST ENERGY EFFICIENCY ALLIANCE About Initiatives Events Resource Center Blog Join

Legacies of History Inefficient Housing Stock Financial Burdens Effects Energy & Cost Savings Policy Gaps Energy Insecuri —

GUIDANGE ON
INTEGRATING
QUALITATIVE
INFORMATION

Home Owners' Loan Corporation (HOLC) Redlining Maps vs. Current Energy Burden
Birmingham, Alabama (above) and Dallas, Texas (below)

The solutions for addressing energy insecurity are complex. Accurately identifying the groups most vulnerable to energy insecurities is essential to creating meaningful and effective

policy to address the cascading effects of energy insecurity. The built environment team at SEEA is actively researching and analyzing metrics to identify energy insecure households
and how policy and programs can best support affected communities in the Southeast.

Questions? Contact built environment project managers Maggie Kelley or Will Bryan.

x
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REPRESENTING COMMUNITY
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Indigenous
Sovereignty

. Environmental justice is

LANDBACK
. Colonialism & capitalism are at
the core of climate change and
deep inequities
. Indigenous liberation &
sovereignty are our path forward
. Restoring balance and returning
to our sacred role as original
caretakers




Equity prompts for different audiences:
Frontline communities:

- What guiding principles do we want
to see established in the energy
system?

Steps to advancing energy equity

- What is the extent of energy

Review equrty prompts inequities we face? What data is
available to help us guantify these inequities? How
can we compliment this data with the stories of our

Map a robust community engagement process lived experiences?
- What are the structural issues in the energy system

1.
2.
3. Adopt 3 hOIiStiC energy eCILllty definition (financial, regulatory, policy) that have and continue
4.

to contribute to these inequities? How would we
remediate them?

Co-create gUIdlng principles - Power mapping — who are making energy decisions

that impact us? What specific powers do they have
and what maintains those forms of power? What
levers do we have to intervene?

- What tools, tactics, and narratives would inspire our
community members to action?

- What do we want from people
in power? What are our asks? If
we must start somewhere, what

: ¢ e

A PEOPLE’S are our highest priorities™

HISTORY or
UTILITIES RECOMMENDED RESOURCE:

- Rivera et al, 2021. A People's

SCHOOL FOR History of Utilities. The Energy
IVE | ENVIRONMENT & SUSTAINABILITY Democracy Project

TINTVERSITY OF MICHIGAN




The Path We'’re On




What’'s At Stake?

“energy-burdened households were at about
150%-200% greater risk of transitioning into or
extending the duration of economic poverty over a
two-year timeframe relative to non-burdened
households.” (Bohr & McCreery, 2020)




What’'s At Stake?

“energy-burdened households were at about
150%-200% greater risk of transitioning into or
extending the duration of economic poverty over a
two-year timeframe relative to non-burdened
households.” (Bohr & McCreery, 2020)

“For moratoria on utility disconnections, COVID-19
infections rates could have been reduced by
8.7% and deaths by 14.8%.” (Jowers et al, 2021)




People are
desperate for
help with
unaffordable
utility costs

Source:

SouthStrong

campaign, 2020.

YOUR STATE HAS MONEY TO SPEND TO HELP PEOPLE IN THE
CORONAVRUS PANDEMC

WHCH OF THESE WOULD BE MOST USEFUL?

Help with Rent

Help Paying for Utilities

Food Assistance

Childcare Assistance 2%

Help with Medical Bills 2%

Transportation Assistance 2%

Jobs Program 1%

PPE for Work




What is the top housing challenge you have
experienced in Detroit within the last 12
months?

A

33% Utility Affordability
22% Housing Affordability
19% Housing Quality
17% Other

5% Housing Access
4% None




The Path We’re On

Energy Insecurity by Race Last Three Months (November 2021 - January 2022)
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Bl Could not pay bill
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Disconnected
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The Path We’re On

Energy Insecurity by Children in the Household (November 2021 - January 2022)
50
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340
23,8 28.3
20.9
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12.3
93

Bl Could not pay bill
Received a notice
Disconnected

0

No Children Children under 5 Children 6-25
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INDIANA UNIVERSITY
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The Path We’re On

Rate of Disconnects Relative to Eligible
Disconnects

Month 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
January 37% 19% 15% 31% 33% 35% 52% 51% 52%
February 36% 21% 19% 37% 37% 41% 47% 51% 49%
March 18% 22% 20% 31% 37% 39% 54% 61% 56%
April 18% 22% 19% 35% 46% 45% 58% 51% 53%
May 22% 21% 20% 42% 60% 56% 60% 60% 62%
June 26% 21% 17% 39% 51% 52% 68% 65% 59%
July 27% 20% 14% 38% 45% 56% 59% 54% 41%
August 29% 25% 12% 39% 45% 39% 55% 56% 53%
September 23% 20% 14% 30% 25% 37% 52% 52% N/A
October 23% 20% 17% 30% 37% 41% 43% 45% N/A
November 18% 14% 19% 27% 26% 34% 42% 45% N/A
December 12% 7% 15% 19% 22% 32% 33% 21% N/A
Total 22% 19% 17% 32% 36% 41% 51% 50% 53%

Disconnection rates based on SCE’s Data Response to ALJ Ruling, Tables II-1 and 1I-2

Public Advocates Office: The Voice of Consumers, Making a Difference!




FIGURE 6. Support for low-income energy needs. Data on ratepayer-
funded bill assistance, ratepayer-funded energy efficiency, WAP, and LIHEAP
assistance are from 2013. LIHEAP spending on efficiency is approximated
based on 6% of LIHEAP funds spent on efficiency in 2006. Data on state and
local contributions and private donations are from 2010. Data collected from
the LIHEAP Clearinghouse in 2016. Source: Cluett, Amann, and Ou 2016.

Private
Ratepayer-funded don;;ons State and
energy efficiency . local
10% \ contributions
3% ; ;
| Bill assistance (81%)
WAP \ W Energy efficiency (14%)

® Unspecified (5%)

2% \‘
LIHEAP ——
for efficiency \
2% LIHEAP
— bill assistance

40%

Vo
/
Ratepayer-funded
bill assistance
41%
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The Path We’re On

WE CAN DO EVEN MORE

At the current rate, it would take 291 years
to weatherize all eligible homes in Minnesota. 1 In 2017, 498,000 Minnesota

households were eligible for
energy assistance.

2 Of those, only 133,000 households
received support paying their
energy bills through the program.

3 1,700 households received
weatherization assistance to
make their homes more energy
efficient, comfortable, and safe.

, ‘ 4 At this rate, it would take 291
s : years to weatherize all eligible
homes in Minnesota. That's far

‘ 498,000 households were eligible for energy assistance in 2017
too long, and we can do better.

‘ 1,700 of those households received weatherization assistance

WEATHERIZATION FACTS
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The Path We’re On

Michigan ranks 46" out of 51

(InC_|Udm_g DC) for the ratio of Change in DTE EWR Electric Spending by Class
residential rates to C&l rates "
(123%). § w0
E 50 j},fﬁ
. The national average is 5 e
115%. 2 2 = _aa= -
| g 10 Fﬁfé_{,ﬂ«f S M‘
- Alabamais #1 at 97/%. 0 ==
DTE Rate Increase Proposal_U-21297 0002 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Residential 13.9% — om@um ||  ==@==NON-LI RESIDENTIAL @=C&|
Secondary (Commercial) 11.5%
Primary (Industrial) 7.0%
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The E3B Investment Performance Map
illustrates utilities' performance relative
to their E3B investment target. Selecting a
utility activates a pop-up presenting
additional energy efficiency investment
metrics.

E3B Investment Performance

(1 of 2) > X

E3B Investment Performance

NAME CONSUMERS
a ENERGY CO
E3B Investment Performance Legend =
l‘ STATE MI
e YEAR 2018
E3B Investment Performance ‘ Low Income Energy 3,794,881
) Efficiency Investment
i >50% TATE - (%)
0-50% ’ﬁt b E3B Investment ($) 12,435,991
E3B Investment -69
-50-0% Performance (%)
Ew,
No Data 1
Where 0% represents equitable investment
Green represents overperformance
Red represents underperformance
Of the 74 studied utilities, 16 invest in low-
income energy efficiency programs at an
above-equitable rate. 33 utilities invest in
low-income programs at a below-
equitable rate, and 25 utilities did not Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, EPA | Esri, HERE
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Welcome to the Interactive Energy Efficiency Equity Baseline (E3B) Map!

\ { NERCY
ey JUSTICE
Sias

Low Income Energy Savings Proportion

(1 of 2)
The Low Income Energy Savings

Proportion Map illustrates the proportion

Proportion

Low Income Energy Savings

of energy savings attributed to low-
income households. Selecting a utility
activates a pop-up containing additional
energy savings data.

Low Income Energy Savings
Proportion

>0.21
-

Savings Proportion

SCHOOL FOR

ENVIRONMENT & SUSTAINABILITY
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Low Income Energy

CONSUMERS
ENERGY CO

MI
2018
193,574

4,146

0.02

a4

Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, EPA | h=3=]




FIGURE 8: CUMULATIVE LOW-INCOME PROGRAM INVESTMENT TRENDS, INCLUDING E3B DEFICIT ($), FOR EACH UTILITY

RESIDENTIAL PORTFOLIO

$25 LEGEND:

ComEd (IL)

Ameren (IL)
National Grid (MA]
-$25

Eversource (MA)

Consumers (Ml)

-$50 DTE (MI)
Xcel (MN)
Eversource (CT)
-$75
United (CT)
Xcel (CO)
-$100
Black Hills (CO)
-$125

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
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From 2012-2021,

FIGURE 8: CUMULATIVE LOW-INCOME PROGRAM INVESTMENT TRENDS, INCLUDING E3B DEFICIT ($), FOR EACH UTILITY
D TE & C RESIDENTIAL PORTFOLIO
onsumers ™

LEGEND:

LI customers 9 =

should have

received

AT LEAST

an additional

$120M in energy -
efficiency funds.

Black Hills (C0)
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The Path We’re On

Disconnection Information

Filter by Utility
Al v Customer Disconnections by Utility

Disconnections due to non-payment

Another way to view this 5 o
p 3 y ¥ @ Natural Gas @Electric ® Combination
information is available:

20K

Shutoffs by Income Group
15K
")
c
=
g
Additional information is £ 10K
available: s
o
D
a
Disconnection Notices Sent 5K
to Customers i.
el
Shutoffs, all other reasons Jan 2021 Jul 2021 Jan 2022 Jul 2022 Jan 2023

Reporting Month

Navigation

Info Panel Utility Customer Payment Data Assistance Plan Enrollment Utility Customer Disconnections Utility Customer Restorations
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The Path We'’re On

Assistance Plan Enrollment

Filter by Utility

All »
Payment plan arrangements, all types o Raymenit pian
information only
Additional information is @ Payment plan arrangements @ Winter Protection Plans @ Alternative Shutoff Protection Plans represents payment plans
available: 200K

as described in the MPSC
Billing Rules, such as the

View Winter Protection 150k Winter Protection Plan.
Plans Michigan Energy
Assistance Program
o (MEAP) payment plans
View Alternative Shutoff and individual utility-
protection Rlens designed payment plans
may not be represented.
oK

Jan 2021 Jul 2021 Jan 2022 Jul 2022 Jan 2023
Reporting Month

Number of Plans

«
S
=

Navigation

Info Panel Utility Customer Payment Data Assistance Plan Enroliment Utility Customer Disconnections Utility Customer Restorations
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The Path We’re On

T E
TABLE 1 % Change in
STAT E Disconnects
State (latest month of Disconnectsin  Disconnectsin  Change in Disconnects from 2021 to
ISCONNECT reporting in 2022)* 2021* 2022* from 2021 to 2022 2022
BATA lllinois (October) 225,504 284,720 59,216 26
Top 10 states
Pennsylvania (October) 180,219 198,627 18,408 10
Georgia (October) 189,649 198,463 8,814 5
Michigan (June) 142,904 166,284 23,380 16
Ohio (May) 106,378 107,271 893 1
Missouri (September) 68,534 84,754 16,220 24
Maryland (October) 41,416 74,345 32,929 80
Connecticut (October) 153 58,945 58,792 38,426
Kentucky (June) 16,029 52,609 36,580 228
New York (October) 41,235 41,235
*The data cover states’ disconnections up until their latest month of reporting in 2022. See the Year-Over-Year
Comparison section in Methodology (Annex 3) for a full explanation.
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The Path We’re On

12 HALL OF

EEQ%%EXT'H;IES oms a\;@ 2. Southern Power
86% OF POWER

—

SHUTOFFS IN AMERICAN NEXTera
THELAST 3 FirstEnergy, | ELECTRIC ENERGY 22
YEARS S [ PowR TR

A -
“Ameren AES  gtmera

Wil o =2 . @~ DUKE
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' JUST 1% OF

THEIR DIVIDENDS
12 UTILITIES SHUT OFF T0 SHAREHOLDERS COULD
U.S. HOUSEHOLDS HAVE STOPPED THAT.

4.9 MILLION TIMES.




Rethinking Affordability

ENERGY
IS A HUMAN RIGHT

ENERGY
AFFORDABILITY S
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Rethinking Affordability

ENERGY
IS A HUMAN RIGHT
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Rethinking Affordability
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Rethinking Affordability
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Envisioning a World Without
Hunger?

- “Visions are fantasies, they don’t change anything. Talking
about them is a waste of time. We don’t need to talk about

what the end of hunger will be like, we need to talk about how
to get there.”




Envisioning a World Without
Hunger?

- “Visions are fantasies, they don’t change anything. Talking about them is a waste
of time. We don’t need to talk about what the end of hunger will be like, we need to talk
about how to get there.”

- “We all know what it’s like not to be hungry. What’s important
to talk about is how terrible it is to be hungry”
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Envisioning a World Without
Hunger?

- “Visions are fantasies, they don’t change anything. Talking about them is a waste
of time. We don’t need to talk about what the end of hunger will be like, we need to talk
about how to get there.”

. “We all know what it’s like not to be hungry. What's important to talk about is
how terrible it is to be hungry”

- "I never really thought about it. I'm not sure what the worid
would be like without hunger, and I don’t see why I need to
know.”

IVE | ENVIRONMENT & SUSTAINABILITY

TINTVERSITY OF MICHTIGAN




Envisioning a World Without
Hunger?

- “Visions are fantasies, they don’t change anything. Talking about them is a waste
of time. We don’t need to talk about what the end of hunger will be like, we need to talk
about how to get there.”

. “We all know what it’s like not to be hungry. What's important to talk about is
how terrible it is to be hungry”

. I never really thought about it. I'm not sure what the world would be like
without hunger, and I don’t see why I need to know.”

- "Stop being unrealistic. There will always be hunger. We can
decrease it, but we can never eliminate it.”
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Envisioning a World Without

- “Visions are fantasies, they don't cI'IETII&.eI mg*%!f.?alking about them is a waste

of time. We don’t need to talk about what the end of hunger will be like, we need to talk
about how to get there.”

- “We all know what it’s like not to be hungry. What's important to talk about is
how terrible it is to be hungry”

- “I never really thought about it. I'm not sure what the world would be like
without hunger, and I don’t see why I need to know.”

. “Stop being unrealistic. There will always be hunger. We can decrease it, but we
can never eliminate it.”

- “You have to be careful with visions. They can be dangerous.

Hitler had a vision. I don’t trust visionaries and I don’t want to
be one.”
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The Mythology of Necessity

#1: BUT we can't force people to subsidize
low-income households.

#2: BUT it would cost too much money.

#3: BUT we need more data.

#4:. BUT we can't give away energy for free.

#5: BUT who will pay if low-income households just
keep racking up utility debt?

#6. BUT it would not be cost effective.

#7. BUT it would disincentivize personal
responsibility.

#8. BUT if we can't shut people off, people will just
stop paying.
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ero Is Possible...And Proven

Don't Count Utility Shutoffs, Ban Them

by isaac sevier - Sep 12, 2022 18:04 - 7 minute read

Utility shutoffs are a blunt tool that benefits utilities more than people. Creating new standards for counting them help
might be valuable but isn't necessary and could potentially produce more harm than good. Our time will be better
spent to try to ban them permanently and immediately.
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Envisioning an Energy Secure World....

Could Michigan be the first state to end
shutoffs
AND
achieve universal affordability?




Energy Justice Data for Good
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Demographics [JJJ White [} People of Color

80

Demographics within group (%)

<3% 3to 6% 6 to 9% 910 12% 12 to 15% >15%
Energy Burden (%)
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Energy Burden (%)
B >15% (Extreme)
Bl 9 to 12% (very High)
2] 6to 9% (High)

[ ] 3to6% (Affordable)
[] <3% (cheap)
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Seniors

Living Alone
B Most Risk

Bl Moderate Risk

[] Somewhat Risk
] Least Risk
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COMBINING KNOWLEDGE SOURCES
TO EXPLORE & PRIORITIZE
COMMUNITIES FOR INVESTMENT:

A Case Study of [to be revealed!], Ml
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Drawing on all our knowledge to prioritize investments

4 energye

Hougton
Dith
EauClre
Giom sy
e Wiora e
laCiose
( ko Mivatin
esile N
() Dube enos
Ruckiord
o, St Rapis e

e s g o

st  ptens,

Search for an address, city, state or ZIP

WISCONSIN

Matjzon |

Rocklort

daRapids

Daveiport

SCHOOL FOR

Morquette

GgeénBay.

Mm@iukee

Kersha

Escifats

[ o |

“SoutBan

Ll Velcome! Select up to 2 datasets you
want to explore on the right and adjust
the filters to highlight communities that
ria. You can also click on a
census track to see

| ENERGY BURDEN (AFFORDABILITY)

Percent o a households
iy il

1% 208%

s income used to pay

CHOOSE ANY ADDITIONAL DATASET T0 FILTER
THE DEMOGRAPHIC DATA YOU SELECTED

HOME ENERGY AFFORDABILITY GAP

Saghaw
Nas . -
= For ouseholds it lessthan 200% Federal
Grand Rpids P Puerly Lo, descrbes the USD amount elien
Lnsig heir average iy il and hat should be an
StoringHoghts afordabileutiy bil
Ko At OEt
o G
15083 sz
SouthBard

Tl
" overmBI oasMON P REFORT

Tract information
Number: 26085961200
County: Lake County
State: Michigan
Population: 2,660

Gre:
Sudt

{ Tract demographics
Race / Ethnicity (hide ~ )
White

Black or African American
American Indian and Alaska Native
Asian

Native Hawailan o Pacific slander
MICHIGAN Other
Two or more races.

Hispanic or Latino.
Age (show v )

/ This tract is considered
London ~ disadvantaged because it meets
*~ more than 1 burden threshold AND
the associated socioeconomic
threshold.
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ENERGY BURDEN

* Reflects income

 Suggests likelihood of other insecurity (housing, food,
transportation, health)

* Tells us: % bill reduction needed
e.g2. 50% bill reduction = 50% burden reduction (12% to
6%)

HOME ENERGY AFFORDABILITY GAP

* Reflects energy costs

 Tells us: $ energy savings needed (per household and
total)




BURDEN
RACT ID COUNTY HEAG (% INCOME)

Census Tract 9611  |Lake County $2,479 12
Census Tract 9601 Lake County $2,479 11
Census Tract 9613 Lake County $2,479 11
Census Tract 9612  [Lake County $2,479 10
Census Tract 9703  |Osceola County $2,180 9
Census Tract 9701 Osceola County $2,180 7
Census Tract 9704 Osceola County $2,180 6
Census Tract 9702  Osceola County $2,180 6
Census Tract 9706  (Osceola County $2,180 5
Census Tract 9705.01 Osceola County $2,180

Census Tract 9705.02 Osceola County $2,180

Census Tract 9604  Crawford County $2,177 10
Census Tract 9605 |Crawford County $2,177 9
Census Tract 9601  |Crawford County $2,177 8
Census Tract 9603 Crawford County $2,177 6
Census Tract 9602 |Crawford County $2,177 5
Census Tract 9506.01 Kalkaska County $2,174 9
Census Tract 9506.02 \Kalkaska County $2,174 8
Census Tract 9504 \Kalkaska County $2,174 7
Census Tract 9503 \Kalkaska County $2,174 5
Census Tract 9502.01 \Kalkaska County $2,174

Census Tract 9502.02 \Kalkaska County $2,174

Census Tract 9602 Missaukee County $2,134 7
Census Tract 9604 Missaukee County $2,134 7




BURDEN

BURDEN
RACT ID COUNTY HEAG (% INCOME)

Census Tract 9611  |Lake County $2,479 12
Census Tract 9601 Lake County $2,479 11
Census Tract 9613 Lake County $2,479 11
Census Tract 9612  [Lake County $2,479 10
Census Tract 9703  |Osceola County $2,180 9
Census Tract 9701 Osceola County $2,180 7
Census Tract 9704 Osceola County $2,180 6
Census Tract 9702  Osceola County $2,180 6
Census Tract 9706  (Osceola County $2,180 5
Census Tract 9705.01 Osceola County $2,180

Census Tract 9705.02 Osceola County $2,180

Census Tract 9604  Crawford County $2,177 10
Census Tract 9605 |Crawford County $2,177 9
Census Tract 9601  |Crawford County $2,177 8
Census Tract 9603 Crawford County $2,177 6
Census Tract 9602 |Crawford County $2,177 5
Census Tract 9506.01 Kalkaska County $2,174 9
Census Tract 9506.02 \Kalkaska County $2,174 8
Census Tract 9504 \Kalkaska County $2,174 7
Census Tract 9503 \Kalkaska County $2,174 5
Census Tract 9502.01 \Kalkaska County $2,174

Census Tract 9502.02 \Kalkaska County $2,174

Census Tract 9602 Missaukee County $2,134 7
Census Tract 9604 Missaukee County $2,134 7

TRACT ID COUNTY HEAG (% INCOME)
Census Tract 5318 |Wayne County $1,278 19
Census Tract 34 Genesee County $1,354 18
Census Tract 5334 |Wayne County $1,278 17
Census Tract 5333 |Wayne County $1,278 17
Census Tract 5265 |Wayne County $1,278 16
Census Tract 5308 |Wayne County $1,278 16
Census Tract 9 Clare County $2,026 15
Census Tract 5311 |Wayne County $1,278 15
Census Tract 5532 |Wayne County $1,278 15
Census Tract 5081 |Wayne County $1,278 15
Census Tract 4 Genesee County $1,354 14
Census Tract 5332 |Wayne County $1,278 14
Census Tract 5336 |Wayne County $1,278 14
Census Tract 5327 |Wayne County $1,278 14
Census Tract 5371 |Wayne County $1,278 14
Census Tract 5319 |Wayne County $1,278 14
Census Tract 5072 |Wayne County $1,278 14
Census Tract 5004 |Wayne County $1,278 14
Census Tract 5141 |Wayne County $1,278 13
Census Tract 5054 |Wayne County $1,278 13
Census Tract 5303 |Wayne County $1,278 13
Census Tract 9611 |Lake County $2,479 12
Census Tract 3 Clare County $2,026 12
Census Tract 1 Clare County $2,026 12

12

12
12

1"



B EEP Full Dataset - Ml

AutoSave @ ofrF

Home  Insert Draw Page Layout Formulas Data Review  View Automate Developer Acrobat () Tellme J Comments @ Share
|ﬁ‘| . & Calibri (Body) 2 <A A = = Génaral - [l conditional Formatting v Insert v Sov A? . /C) . N [\;
7|:| EB ¥ = = FZ Format as Table v &% Delete v v 7 _ LN . ﬁ
Paste ~ B T U~ E i e A v — E $ v % 9 eug _;Jg @ Cell Styles v @ ey 0 . SF?{JE? glglgfqt Agagg:e Sensitivity Cre:;isg?)gpare

3 Possible Data Loss Some features might be lost if you save this workbook in the comma-delimited (.csv) format. To preserve these features, save it in an Excel file format. Save As...
590 s fx  CensusTract 9612
JG— I N (o] X Y I AB AD AE AF AG AH Al Al AK AL AM AN AO

ENERGY

BURDEN % in TOTAL % TOTAL # % W/ % SENIORS

(% MOBILE % SINGLE  POPULATIO WITHOUT HOUSEHOL % IN LABOR HEALTH LIVING MEDIAN % OWNER %
3 TRACT ID COUNTY HEAG INCOME) HEAT RISK HEAT RISK HOMES PARENTHH N YEAR BUILT INTERNET DS FORCE INSURANCE ALONE INCOME OCCUPIED % RENTER DISABLED % BIPOC
1=Census Tract 9611 |Lake County $2,479 12 0.0 No Rating 25.1 5.6 3,684 1979 28.2 1,477 39.4 92.7 7.0 $19,638 84.16 15.84 3.72 19.30
)=Census Tract 9601 |Lake County $2,479 11 0.0 No Rating 29.2 4 2,463 1982 27.6 1,157 425 93.7 9.8 $23,095 93.09 6.91 3.11 3.90
>, Census Tract 9613 | Lake County $2,479 11 0.0 No Rating 32.2 4.4 2,951 1981 28.1 1,196 47.2 924 6.4 $22,461 88.04 11.96 3.03 6.40
:)]Census Tract 9612 |Lake County $2,479 10 0.0 No Rating 22.2 5.5 2,707 1979 313 1,155 36.5 83.7 11.6 $17,280 68.23 31.77 4.37 27.78
8 Census Tract 9703 |Osceola County $2,180 9 0.0 No Rating 27.6 7.2 3,255 1982 204 1,261 49.2 88.0 5.2 526,366 86.68 13.32 1.90 3.63
iCensm Tract 9701 |Osceocla County $2,180 7 0.0 No Rating 18.6 7.7 4,132 1975 21.5 1,709 54.9 87.9 4.6 $25,080 86.25 13.75 2.34 4.84
&Census Tract 9704 |Osceola County $2,180 6 0.0 No Rating 11.5 122 3,369 1975 23.0 1372 479 91.4 5.8 $21,237 71.21 28.79 3.10 7.21
6 Census Tract 9702 Oscecla County $2,180 6 0.0 No Rating 20.2 8.9 3,935 1979 18.0 1,499 58.7 88.6 3.4 $28,190 86.66 13.34 1.64 3.51
IO___Census Tract 9706 |Osceola County $2,180 5 0.0 No Rating 7 124 4,227 1970 15.9 1,757 55.5 90.1 5.4 $24,915 72.79 27.21 2.46 6.70
4 Census Tract 9705.01 Osceola County $2,180 2,230 1980 19.1 909 46 926 4.2 524,760 86.58 13.42 1.72 8.65
iCensus Tract 9705.02 Oscecla County $2,180 2,175 1983 19.3 825 45.2 88.9 31 $23,245 93.58 6.42 1.58 7.91
2 Census Tract 9604 | Crawford County $2,177 10 0.0 No Rating 8.8 4.7 2,307 1977 11.1 1,104 42.7 97.1 9.9 526,135 94.38 5.62 1.49 6.42
I3:Census Tract 9605 |Crawford County $2,177 9 0.0 No Rating 14.6 4.3 2,252 1983 11.6 981 52.4 95.1 4.8 $23,447 93.17 6.83 1.94 10.26
iCensus Tract 9601 | Crawford County $2,177 8 0.0 No Rating 134 5.4 2,235 1982 143 962 46.2 95.0 5.1 $28,668 90.85 9.15 1.64 3.13
0 Census Tract 9603 | Crawford County $2,177 6 0.0 No Rating 12.9 10.1 3,789 1977 14.3 1,676 57.9 91.7 6.5 $21,204 65.87 34.13 2.73 4.80
I7=Census Tract 9602 |Crawford County $2,177 5 0.0 No Rating 3.2 9.2 3,321 1975 8.9 1,432 52 89.0 6.7 $26,567 75.56 24.44 3.45 6.20
4 Census Tract 9506.01 Kalkaska County $2,174 9 0.0 No Rating 135 29 2,138 1977 21.8 998 485 89.7 9.0 $27,456 88.88 11.12 1.27 6.13
1 Census Tract 9506.02 Kalkaska County $2,174 8 0.0 No Rating 17.9 5.8 1,721 1978 25.4 772 51.3 92.3 7.3 $26,286 93.01 6.99 1.41 3.95
5 Census Tract 9504 |Kalkaska County $2,174 7 0.0 No Rating 20.9 5 3,622 1981 194 1,406 57.6 89.9 3.5 527,488 90.40 9.60 2.34 6.38
2 Census Tract 9503 | Kalkaska County $2,174 5 0.0 No Rating 10.1 11.7 5,027 1978 21.0 1,933 57 91.4 6.2 523,448 72.32 27.68 341 5.27
iCensus Tract 9502.01 Kalkaska County $2,174 2,245 1979 8.7 952 47.2 90.6 4.4 $27,911 88.45 11.55 0.88 5.30
.}_"Census Tract 9502.02 Kalkaska County $2,174 2,972 1978 21.0 1,112 58.6 92.6 2.9 523,831 88.13 11.87 201 9.05
LCensus Tract 9602 | Mi kee County $2,134 7 0.0 No Rating 11.7 9 3,332 1974 17.6 1,494 47.5 93.2 7.2 524,848 81.06 18.94 2.08 8.73
&Census Tract 9604 |Missaukee County $2,134 7 0.0 No Rating 17.9 8.6 2,744 1976 20.5 1,206 61 91.5 7.0 $27,000 81.01 18.99 1.51 9.18
2 Census Tract 9603 kee County $2,134 5 0.0 No Rating 11.9 49 4,987 1983 13.9 1,933 64.2 915 4.7 526,784 76.98 23.02 2.56 3.53
iCensus Tract 9601.01 Missaukee County $2,134 1,828 1980 23.0 709 52.2 92.1 4.9 $25,933 85.19 14.81 1.38 4.92
9 Census Tract 9601.02 Missaukee County $2,134 2,184 1978 13.6 852 56.9 87.3 35 $23,327 77.46 22.54 1.54 8.15
I7=Census Tract 9701 |Newaygo County $2,057 9 15.0 Relatively Lo 27.2 5.4 4,512 1979 27.4 1,908 51.9 93.1 5.5 $25,255 87.74 12.26 2.62 7.34
I9=Census Tract 9708 |Newaygo County $2,057 7 13.1 Relatively Lo 38.6 5.5 3,556 1985 18.7 1,516 48.4 95.9 4.9 $27,112 89.51 10.49 1.96 9.25
5=Census Tract 9707 |Newaygo County $2,057 7 14.3 Relatively Lo 34.5 104 3,978 1978 ALz 1,540 47.2 85.6 39 $21,095 78.12 21.88 3.30 9.78
I1=Census Tract 9703 |Newaygo County $2,057 6 12.9 Relatively Lo 27.8 8.5 3,615 1978 Maps ,580 48.7 96.1 5.6 $23,472 85.95 14.05 2.87 7.63
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Climate change

Energy

Health

Housing

Legacy pollution

Transportation

Water and
wastewater

Workforce
development

Help improvi
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Energy cost

Average annual energy
costs divided by
household income

above 90th percentile

PM2.5 in the air 11th
Level of inhalable not above 90th
particles, 2.5 percentile
micrometers or smaller

AND

Low income

People in households
where income is less
than or equal to twice
the federal poverty
level, not including
students enrolled in
higher ed

above 65th percentile

Asthma

Share of people who
have been told they
have asthma

above 90th percentile

Diabetes

Share of people ages
18 years and older who
have diabetes other
than diabetes during
pregnancy

above 90th percentile

Heart disease

Share of people ages
18 years and older who
have been told they
have heart disease

above 90th percentile

Low life expectancy 87th
Average number of not above 90th
percentile

years a person can
expect to live

AND

Low income

People in households
where income is less
than or equal to twice
the federal poverty
level, not including
students enrolled in
higher ed

above 65th percentile

Transportation

Diesel particulate
matter exposure
Amount of diesel
exhaust in the air

Transportation
barriers

Average of relative cost
and time spent on
transportation

Traffic proximity
and volume

Count of vehicles at
major roads within 500
meters

AND

Low income

People in households
where income is less
than or equal to twice
the federal poverty
level, not including
students enrolled in
higher ed

Workforce

development

Linguistic isolation
Share of households
where no one over age
14 speaks English very
well

Low median income
Comparison of median
income in the tract to
median incomes in the
area

Poverty

Share of people in
households where
income is at or below
100% of the Federal
poverty level

Unemployment
Number of
unemployed people as
a part of the labor force

AND

4th
not above 90th
percentile

above 90th percentile

23th
not above 90th
percentile

above 65th percentile

12th
not above 90th
percentile

above 90th percentile

86th
not above 90th
percentile

84th

not above 90th
percentile
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|dlewild:
“Michigan’s
Black Eden”

IdleWild, MiChigan A 1 language v

Article  Talk Read Edit View history

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia
Coordinates: (g 43°53'29"N 85°46'58"W
This article uses bare URLs, which are uninformative and vulnerable to link rot. Please consider
converting them to full citations to ensure the article remains verifiable and maintains a consistent citation
@ style. Several templates and tools are available to assist in formatting, such as Reflinks (documentation),
reFill (documentation) and Citation bot (documentation). (June 2022) (Learn how and when to remove this template

message)
Idlewild is an unincorporated community in Yates Township, located just east of Baldwin in southeast Lake \dlewild Historic District
County, a rural part of northwestern lower Michigan. During the first half of the 20th century, it was one of the U.S. National Register of Historic Places
few resorts in the country where African-Americans were allowed to vacation and purchase property, before U.S. Historic district

discrimination was outlawed in 1964 through the Civil Rights Act of 1964. The surrounding area is within Michigan State Historic Site
Manistee National Forest. The community encompasses Lake |dlewild, and the headwaters of the Pere .
Marquette River extends throughout the region.

Called the "Black Eden of Michigan",[?! from 1912 through the mid-1960s, Idlewild was an active year-round
community and was visited by well-known entertainers and professionals from throughout the country.[*] At its
peak, it was one of the most popular resorts in the Midwest and as many as 25,000 would come to Idlewild in
the height of the summer season to enjoy camping, swimming, boating, fishing, hunting, horseback riding,
roller skating, and night-time entertainment. When the 1964 Civil Rights Act opened up other resorts in many
states to African-Americans, Idlewild's boomtown petiod subsided.

Though not quite a "ghost town" as claimed in the book Ghost Towns of Michigan, Chapter 7,[4l5] the
population was under 1,000 in 2019,®! and numerous buildings were vacant. The Idlewild African American
Chamber of Commerce,!”! founded in 2000 by John O. Meeks, continues to promote existing local
businesses and seeking new ones. It is also striving to attract more visitors to the area, with events and other
strategies, in hopes of resuscitating the once lively town.[€]

Establishment (1912-1920s) | eit]

Idlewild was founded in 1912. During this period, a small yet clearly distinguishable African American middle
class — largely composed of professionals and small business owners — had been established in many urban
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”The Town That
Segregation Built”
“This is where black
people could come and
not have to worry
about not being served
or not being allowed to
use the hotel or the
motel or the facilities,"
says Maxine Martin, a
longtime Idlewilder.

SCHOOL FOR

“Six generations of my family have been
in the house that | now own. So that's
how long we've been coming up a long,
long time,” Judith Berry Griffin said. “It
goes back beyond the entertainment.
And we have to start with why Idlewild
was important when it started. Because
there was a lot of unrest in the country,
people didn't feel safe. People were
being lynched and harassed.”




MI EJScreen

= onp, ;
j\() i Climate change TP
| Search for an address, city, state or ZIP Q 1 Rd
2 per g
o Nagomi Sushi 22
o Energy ar
& University of Michigan Hubbards
Bluffs Nature Area
+ ‘yo,,: e 0‘9{; Health = Asthma Results
i S
2 S o i
- EE & 5 W“lgg““ Census Tract 26161400200 in Washtenaw
B rama Center Counf
K 2 L Asthma ty
A @ ; Glazi Share of people who above 90th percentile )
e |2 § loser Wy o et ey Asthma Percentile 0
| Felch St = Uler g, %'0 have asthma
W 48 100p T y S AS""’{ A Spatially modeled, age-adjusted rate of
AK = el SIS Diabetes oth emergency department visits for asthma
i &0 University of Michigan Share of people ages otaboveioh per 10,000
1 HI el Weurom St Ve 4 18 years and older who percentle
o w2 have diabetes other 5
Ann Arbor Hands- " : This tract has 6,093 people over a 0.6
wve PR S| i than diabetes durin 'Arbor 2 ’ : @
O | = Ll L Haren gt Secol preghancy g - Aam Arber square mile area for a population density
GUL 1 T }" ) T ap ] of 10,755 people/square mile. Median
£ m lest Hill Cemetery illiam Palmer \ ! q !
AS® Argus Museum 3 g Residence | Heart disease oth househlold |nc<t)me is ?29/,125 with an
E o Kel ! Share of people ages notabove 90t unemployment rate of 4%.
MP % of Archaeology 2 18 years and older who percentlle
| m = v have been told they Race/Ethnicity Profile
vi v *g Geddes Ave have heart disease
HilLSt Hover your mouse over the pie chart to see
S| —EN Low life expectancy - e
== i Vi
5 ; = % g E R Average number of missing data £00Mm 10
£ ;,; 3 % 23 years a person can
Il $ETRE | Huron Hills Golf C  expect to live
= = -~ b

SCHOOL FOR

ENVIRONMENT & SUSTAINABILITY

TINTVERSITY OF MICHIGAN




Justin Schott, Director
jbschott@umich.edu

(914) 261-1907
www.energyequityproject.c
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